


BEFORE THE
PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION



Cheryl Stango						:													:		C-2022-3037065
v.							:		
							:
PECO Energy Company				:



ORDER

Preliminary Objection and Further Hearing
	

On November 28, 2022, the Complainant, Cheryl Stango, filed a Complaint against PECO Energy Company (PECO).  In the Complaint, Ms. Stango challenged PECO’s installation of an above ground transformer on her property, which she asserts negatively affected the value of her home.  She also stated that PECO’s installation of the transformer caused water to leak into her property.

PECO filed an Answer on December 19, 2022, denying all material allegations.  Also on December 19, 2022, PECO filed a Preliminary Objection seeking dismissal of any claim for damages.

The hearing convened on March 22, 2023, as scheduled.  I requested additional photos showing the location of the PECO installed transformer relative to the Complainant’s residence.  The Complainant stated that she had forwarded to PECO and the undersigned a video pertaining to the water leakage and photos showing the location of the transformer installed by PECO.  Counsel for PECO stated that the company had not received the video or photo. I also had not received either. The hearing was adjourned to schedule a further hearing. 


Preliminary Objection

PECO correctly argues that to the extent that the Complainant is requesting a monetary award for costs or loss in value of her home, the Complainant cannot get relief under Commission law.  As PECO stated:

The Public Utility Commission [PUC] Formal Complaint form specifically states on the bottom of page 3: “Under state law the PUC cannot decide whether a utility or a company should pay customers for loss or damages. Damage claims may be sought in an appropriate civil court.” 
[and] To the extent that the Complainant seeks an award of monetary damages against PECO Energy for damage caused to her property, such relief is beyond the power of the PUC to order. It is well settled that the PUC does not have the power or jurisdiction to award monetary damages for the actions of a utility company. Feingold v. Bell of Pennsylvania, 477 Pa. 1, 383 A.2d 791 (1977

Ms. Stango stated during the hearing that she was not really looking for monetary damages; however, to the extent that the Complaint states monetary damages under the assertions therein, those claims will be dismissed. Such claims should be brought in Municipal Court or a Court of Common Pleas. 

ORDER


THEREFORE,

IT IS ORDERED:

1. That any claims for monetary damages is dismissed for lack of jurisdiction.

2. That this matter be sent to Scheduling to set for a Further Hearing.

3. That no later than April 3, 2023, Cheryl Stango is to send copies of the video and photos pertaining to her Complaint before the Commission to counsel for PECO, the undersigned and the Legal Assistant at the following:

khadijah.scott@exeloncorp.com
dheep@pa.gov
sdelvillar@pa.gov

4. That PECO may submit any response to the submissions by Ms. Stango no later than five days prior to the Further Hearing date. 


Date:  March 23, 2023			/s/				Darlene Davis Heep
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